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Meanwhile the friends of the Church who in any sense listened to us split into two views of the subject—one party for a Society, the other for Tracts. The associationists abominated, or at least were offended at> the tracts ; the distributors of the tracts dreaded an association as being anti-episcopal, procUictive of par by spirit, and open to secret influences, <fec. In Oxford the unpopularity of the tracts was made a reason for denouncing the Association. Mr. Norris and his friends in London made Palmer abjure the Tract system. Rose was for the tracts. Pusey and Harrison of Ghristchurch took them up. Archdeacon Proude wanted a monthly supply of them—an idea of which I hope to take advantage, and get friends everywhere to let me send them to them periodically. Dr. Spry warmly approved the tracts. The Bishop of Winchester expressed approval. At Bowden's suggestion we Blade Turrill's our clepOt.
At the end of November the questions became frequent, ' How are we to act ?' and to myself, ' Do you approve an association or not ? ? So I wished to bring out Keble's original paper above alluded to. On going to Palmer I found Mr. JSTorris had almost cast off address, Association, and all, being frightened at the laxity of the address. Palmer seemed to assent to the proposal I came to him about. [This is expressed in P/s letter without a date.-—J. H. 2ST.]
Wednesday, November 27.—E. Churton came clown from London with the considerate desire of setting matters right between Mr. Norris and Palmer. He wanted the address altered, but found that impossible.
When I spoke to Palmer again about Keble's paper, ho was most earnestly opposed to the notion of printing it [this is expressed in P.'s letter of November 29], but I determined to do so. He was to see it in proof. Accidents delayed the publication of it. Christie and Copeland had a talk with him, and his indisposition to it was lessened. Palmer seems to have thought that our joining the tracts to a project of Association in one paper interfered with liis promise to Mr. Norris. •
Tiiesday, December 3.—Perceval called and made my acquaintance.* Thinks the address weak ; assists the tracts. The c Record' took notice of and quoted the tracts. Before this Rickards had written to me, strongly disapproving of parts of them. R Wilberforce also.
December 5.—Letter from the editor of  the ' Record,'t, Intt the lenjtue w.it in 4*\i^lrtirt% It tt»ii*i f.M't, suit <i jc**j«*«"l, Ff«liilr iinil I wire tint only two tut miter* ut flint jmimeut, I a I HO niwlr tt*
